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survey of the situation there. 34 Long-range 
plans for the development of university 
library centers in the South were discussed 
at a Nashville conference in I 944· 35 
Conclusion 
It is inevitable that lack of space a~d lack 
of information prevent mention of addi~ 
tional examples of, or proposals for, library 
cooperation which should be included in a 
complete record. A number of interesting 
plans are taking shape in the field of index-
ing and abstracting. The present status of 
the state document center program, inaugu-
rated in 1930, would be worth investigation 
for its bearing on questions of library in-
tegration. The problem of eliminating un-
wise competition among American libraries 
in postwar foreign book buying is a matter 
of concern now receiving particular at-
tention from the Association of Research 
Libraries. Plans being formulated for ex-
tensive reprinting of publications originating 
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in Axis-controlled countries will also involve 
the cooperation of research libraries. "The 
Checklist of Certain Periodicals" in scien-
tific and technical fields published in enemy 
territory since 1939, a union list of Ameri-
can library holdings now being compiled in 
the Library of Congress, will provide a 
useful foundation for this purpose. 
From a close study of accomplishments to 
date, there would appear to be certain im-
portant principles which have influenced the 
success or failure of various kinds -of library 
cooperation. First, distance is a handicap, 
and it is easier for libraries not too far 
removed from each other to work together. 
Second, regional library cooperation has its 
greatest opportunities in those areas with 
inadequate book resources. Third, libraries 
should not be asked to give up anything but 
rather to assume positive responsibilities and , 
receive direct benefits. Four-th, agreements 
must be flexible enough to provide for ex-
pansion and adjustment. Fifth, complete 
elimination of duplication between libraries 
is not possible or desirable. Finally, only a 
comparatively limited number of libraries 
are at present equipped to make any sub-
stantial or effective contribution to a general 
prograrp of cooperation on the research level. 
* * * 
Comment by CHARLES H. BROWN 
Union Catalogs and Problems df~ Collecting 
It is not easy to add to Mr. Downs's com-
prehensive inventory of cooperative projects 
in the field of librarianship nor to comment 
on most of them. One or two points, how-
ever, forced themselves upon the attention of 
at least one librarian, somewhat like the 
proverbial sore thumb. 
We librarians have not made much progress 
in reaching understandings on acquisition poli-
cies. The reasons are obvious. Without af-
fecting university policies, librarians <;.an agree 
on union lists of serials, union catalogs, co-
opeiativ~ cataloging, and many other coopera-
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tive enterprises. When acqmsttwn policies 
are concerned, our graduate colleges are im-
mediately involved. So long as university 
administrators, deans of graduate colleges, 
and the faculties themselves do not realize . 
the necessity for some agreement on the vari-
ous fields of specialization in research which 
their universities should undertake, then the 
librarians can do little. Fortunately, there 
are indications that this need is beginning 
to receive more attention in university circles. 
It certainly is more of a credit to an institu-
tion to have a few outstanding departments 
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than to have inany fields in which instruction 
is given on a mediocre scale. Many universi-
ties giving graduate instruction for the doc-
tor's degree in the sciences do not have library 
facilities to support work in those disciplines. 
In a study now under way in the Iowa State 
College Library, the one hundred periodicals 
most frequently cited in representative jour-
nals in chemistry and botany were checked in 
the Union List of Serials. In chemistry only 
twenty to twenty-two institutions ·in the 
United States possessed three-fourths of these 
most-cited sets, although the study by the 
American' Council on Education1 in 1934 
would indicate that thirty-seven were quali-
fied for instruction for the doctorate in chem-
istry. A.t present over sixty institutions are 
actually giving the doctor's degree in this 
field. In botany the study by the American 
Council would indicate that thirty institutions 
are considered qualified to give graduate work. 
Only about fifteen of these possess three-
fourths of the one hundred most-cited sets 
of periodicals in this field. Again, many other 
institutions not listed in the study by the 
American Council are attempting to give in-
struction for the doctorate in this field. In-
terlibrary loans, photostats, and films prove 
of some assistance, but ·no scientist wants to 
depend to a very considerable extent on inter-
library loans, much less on films and micro-
print. Indeed, for much scientific research, 
research publications must be available on the 
campus for frequent and extensive examina-
tion. 
In the humanities conditions may be even 
worse. A .university appoints a professor of 
history whose research is in the field of Ameri-
can colonial history. The librarian builds up 
a collection. In a few years the professor 
moves elsewhere, and the librarian is required 
to build up a research collection for a man 
specializing in the Civil War period. As yet, 
librarians are unwilling to adopt a proposal 
for the lending en bloc of publications more 
valuable elsewhere. Yet some of us are be-
ginning to 'realize that the cost of storing large 
collections of little-used material ·is becoming 
an increasing burden and eventually will tax 
the resources of even our wealthiest institu-
tions. Libraries in. a given region will be 
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compelled eventually to agree on certain areas 
in which they will collect exhaustively and 
other areas in which their acquisitions will be 
limited. It will be far better for us to 
attempt to work out some priQ.ciples of co-
operative acquisition for publications than to 
wait until some such policy is forced upon us 
by our administrators. Under the present 
system many libraries have attempted to cover 
so many fields that their collections have 
become inadequate for research in any field . 
Furthermore, this tendency to include some-
thing of everything, without any complete 
coverage in any field, has resulted in wide-
spread duplication of publications rather easy 
to obtain and in a corresponding . lack by all 
libraries in the United States of any copy of 
many publications which have been or may be 
urgently needed for research. 
Publications Not Available Elsewhere 
In view of the skepticism of librarians in 
regard to cooperative acquisition of publica-
tions, the Metcalf-MacLeish-Boyd committee 
wisely emphasized the need of acquiring publi-
cations which apparently are not available 
anywhere in the United States. As noted by 
Mr. Downs, much progress has been achieved 
in certain fields of the humanities. No men-
tion is made, however, of the need in certain 
fields of science. Some of us have found dur-
ing the last few years that no copies of cer-
tain publications urgently needed for the war 
effort could be located in the United States. 
If these publications had appeared several 
hundred years ago, as in the case of the hu-
manities, the lack would QOt create amaze-
ment, but no copy of many scientific 
publications published during the last forty 
years could be found anywhere in the United 
States. If the Metcalf-MacLeish-Boyd com-
mittee can provide for some checking of all 
publications of foreign countries to make sure 
that at least one copy is available in the 
·United States, the committee will be render-
ing a service beyond measure to science and 
industry. If the committe.e had exist~d and 
been successful in its work in the prewar 
days, certain requests for material by our 
armed forces during the last · few years would 
not have proved so embarrassing. 
Liprarians generally have developed their 
acquisitive tendencies to the extreme. The 
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sole rule for accepting a book as a gift seems 
to be that it is one not already in the collec-
tion. It seems to make little difference whether 
some other library might be able to use the 
book to better advantage · or not. It may be 
embarrassing to persuade a potential donor 
that books he wishes to give to one library 
might better be deposited in another. 
The policy of accepting publications obtain-
able as gifts and buying without too much 
system has resulted in some situations which 
seem almost ludicrous. Many libraries have 
collections of German doctoral dissertations, 
all relatively easy to obtain, but when· it comes 
to dissertations from universities in minor 
European countries, not one copy may be 
found anywhere in 'the United States. We 
have had no system for cooperative acquisition. 
Without doubt, certain cities in this coun-
try. are generously provided with research 
material. The various libraries in many cities 
have duplicate copies of publications which are 
little used, while in other sections of the 
· country no copy can be found. Certainly 
research would be greatly stimulated by a · 
redistribution of research publications on the 
basis of need, especially in view of the short-
age of such publications, which is certain to 
become worse. The proposal to transfer cer-
tain collections which are duplicated in one 
city to other cities, or even to other countries, 
has more merit than appeared at first. Pos-
sibly microprint will eventually solve all of 
our problems, but the day for that does not 
appear to be at hand. A millennium has the 
habit of remaining at a distance when we 
attempt to approach it. 
Union Catalogs 
One more bit of heresy. Except for local 
use, the writer cannot see the reason for 
union catalogs, outside of the Library of 
Congress, in the regions east of the Missis-
sippi. An air mail letter can reach the Li-
brary of Congress within twenty-four hours. 
We c~n obtain information as to the location 
of a book more satisfactorily from the N a-
tiona! Union Catalog of the Library of 
Congress than from any other source. Why 
write a center in Chicago, Cleveland, Cincin-
nati, or even Philadelphia, when more infor-
mation can be obtained from the Library o'f 
Congress than from any of these cities? For 
the benefit of libraries in the immediate neigh-
borhood of Chicago, a union catalog at Chi-
cago might be of assistance, although it would 
be expensive. For most librarians, the union 
catalog of the Library of Congress will be the 
final recourse no matter what other umon 
catalogs may be set up. 
* * * 
Comment by KEYES D. METCALF 
Division of Fields of Collecting 
Mr. Downs's article· is admirable in every 
particular-as a statement of fact and for its 
critical judgment about the adequacy and the 
practicability of what has been accomplished 
or proposed in the way of cooperation in the 
past. It is difficult to say more or to supple-
ment what has already been said. 
Three minor comments are submitted on 
the present situation, however. First, the 
Harvard foreign newspaper microfilm project 
is still going strong, although it has not been 
possible to keep up the microfilming of papers 
from parts of the world that were occupied 
by the totalitarian powers. · Second, as a 
librarian in the Boston area, I am glad to 
go on record to the fact that the New England 
Deposit Library has been running along 
smoothly, financially and otherwise, in spite of 
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the_ fact that lack of manual labor has made 
it ·impossible for libraries to send as much 
material to the deposit library as would have 
been the case in other times. It is expected 
that a second unit will be needed soon after 
the close of the war. And, third, it seems 
worth while to suggest that the critical point 
in cooperative cataloging lies in whether or 
not the Library of Congress or any other 
agency that might take its place can ever 
bring itself to accept cooperatively prepared 
copy without full revisio~. So far, altera-
tions have cost more than they · are worth. 
They have tended to hold back the whole 
cooperative cataloging program, which . in the 
postwar period should be ready to expand 
greatly. 
In addition to these comments, further con-
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